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[nan, the liigbest 
9 lie would that 
IB done to any man it 

3a, liow imperatively 
men! And if repara- 



John Porlor— 

Mr. WHEELER aiiiil: 

Mr. Spe&keii: As regards the conduct of m, 
-command given is that he do unto others o 
others aho old do nuto him; and when wrong ia 
ehonld lie rcBtored to him twofold. 

If this mandate should be observed by n 
should it be the law to govern aovereigiitieB c 
tion must be made to all men, by what rules of measurement should 
a nation make restitution for the wrongs inflicted upon a pnblia serv- 
ant whose patriotic, faithful, and heroic service Lob given luster to 
ber military renown! 

»■ •■«■*••» 

My object in saying these words to the loveta of right throughout our 
land Is to add ray feeble mite toward the estabUsbment of truth, the 
vindication of honor, and tbe upholding of the sublime principles of 

In order to illnstrate some of the foregoing remarks and positions, I 
take the liberty of adding a nmnber of cnrious and Instiuctlve cases, all 
historical, involving and elncidating the subject of militaiypunishmenta 
tat insubordination and dereliction of official duty. These cases show 
the danger of hasty trials in times of great tumnlt and of those high 
-and tnrbulfot excitements which usually exist in times of war; when 
nations are contending in arms on the field of battle, amid scenes of 
slaughter and the thunders of artillery ; when the nerves of men are 
atrained to the utiiiftst, ami their minds are thrown out of that q^uiet 
©qoilibrium so necessary to weigh with deliberation the testimony which 
sways the judgment involving the life or honor of etninent men. 

The history of wars is full of gloomy records which show the hasty 



ID. of the most houorable and ii 
to which I here call attention, show tJiat time hna e!iculpat<)J many a 
victim of injustice, where history tn (iiscovoring innotence had to 
weep over the dead who had passed away from earth under clouds ol 
infamy, too far removed to hear the voice of vindication iis it sweeps 
over the gra8S€3 and tarfe of the defamed grave — a vindication power- 
less to do aught hut to revive the melancholy memoiy of a. bloated 

All the persons were very distinguished officers, all were convicted 
upon evidence which time showed was either ialse or insufficient, and 
all have been vindicated by history, notwithstanding great efforts on 
the part of their proeet^utors to repress and hide the development of 
truths. 

But the recent centennial anniversaries of the capture of Stony Point 
and the surrender of Lord Comwallia at Yorktown have culled our 
attention to one of the bravest actors in those battles, whose fate makes- 
a record of the mo9t atrociona outrage which ever disgraced the annals 
of military jurisprudence. 



General William Hull, a gentleman of the highest culture and at- 
tainments, wasamongtheGistof the Revolntionary patriots who rushed 
to the defense of onr country. Ho served with great distinetion as an. 
officer of tlie line 

at the siege of Bostou, and in the battles of Trenton, Princeton, and 
Monmouth. 

General Washington, in his published letter to Major-General Heath, 
dated December 13, 1779, says: 

Colanel Hull is an officer ofKreatincrIt, and whose svrvlceshave been honorable 

In the summer of 1780 General Washington solid t«l him to ai'tept a 
position upon his staff as aid-de-comp, which appointment he declined 
at the earnest request of M^or-General Baron Steuben, inspector of the 
Army, tinder whom Hull was then serving as inapector-general of the 
division of Major-GcneialHowe. Baron Steuben visited General Wash- 
ington especially on this subject, and stated to both General Washing- 
ton and Colonel Hull that he "Hull, would be more useful in the office 



of inspector than in any other situation, and hoped such considerations 
would influence their decision for him to remain." 

Colonel Hull also fought under General Lee at White Plains, under 
General St. Clair at Ticonderoga, and under General Gates in the bat- 
tles of the 19th of September and the 1st and 3d of October, and in the 
capture of Burgoyne's army at Saratoga. 

Hull also commanded and led his regiment, four hundred strong, in 
the assault and capture of Stony Point, and for his great gallantry in 
that battle he received the 

PARTICULAR THANKS 

of General Wayne and General Washington and Congress. 

By General Washington's special permission, given in his published 
letter of January 7, 1881, Colonel Hull attacked and defeated the 
enemy at Morrisania. 

Major-General Heath, in a letter dated December 30, says: 

The success of this Morrisania enterprise was doubtful in the opinion of Gen> 
■eral Washington, but Colonel Hull, with the troops under his command, was 
successful. With great address and gallantry they forced a narrow passage to 
the enemy, and with the loss of one subaltern, one drummer, and ten privates 
killed, one captain, one sergeant, and eleven rank and file wounded, completely 
defeated the enemy, and, besides the killed and wounded, took upward of fifty 
prisoners, cut away the ponton bridg^es, took a considerable quantity of forage, 
a number of cattle, &c., for which they were thanked in public orders. 

General Heath also states twice in this letter that — 

Colonel Hull sustained a conspicuous character of a brave and good officer 
and possessed the particular esteem and confidence of General Washington. 

Colonel Hull continued in active service during the entire war of 
the Revolution. 

For gallantry at Dorchester Heights, White Plains, and Trenton 
General Washington promoted him to the rank of major. 

His heroic conduct at Princeton, Ticonderoga, Bemis Heights, Still- 
water, Saratoga, Monmouth, and Stony Point won him promotion to lieu- 
tenant-colonel, and he was acting under the orders of Washington with 
the rank of colonel when Cornwallis surrendered in 1781. 

When the Army was disbanded at the close of the war Hull was ten- 
dered by Washington the appointment as 

LIEUTENANT-COLONEL OF THE ONLY REGIMENT 

which was retained in the service, and when the Army was organized 
in 1799 for the anticipated war with France he was selected by Wash- 
ington as one of the major-generals. 



Gencml Hnll was appointed conimlssioner to make treatieswitli tbe 
Indians IT98; appointed jadge of the court of common plena 1798; was 
State senator liaS to 1805, and jtovemor of Michignn 1805 to 1812. 

Appointed brijiadier-general regular Army 1312, and declined (aee- 
evidence of Sturtlary of War Enstis, puge 3, Apperalii Hull's Trial). 
Again appointed brigadier. (general regular Army to command troops at 
Detroit, whieli uppointment wna conferred and accepted for the distinct 
pnrpoae of emvbling him to tietter protect wttlers in Michigan from 
lodian depredations. Tliifi appointment was coupled with the aasur- 
ance on the part of the Government that in the event of n war with 
England a naval force would be placed upon I,ake Erie, as General Hull 
had previonsly aiiggested in a paper laid before the Secretary of War, 
showing that in that coutingency Detroit could not be held nnlesB the- 
lake tras thus kept under our control. 

Before reaching Detroit, and Iwforehebad any intimation of thedec- 
loration of war with England, the entire baggage of his troope with, 
the hospital stores and implements, was captured on Lake Erie by the- 
British, and Fort Mwikinaw, a post north of Detroit, had also (alien 
into their hands. 

General John ArraHtrong, who afterward became Soca:etary of War 
ond ail opponent of Hull, in his notice of the war of 1812 (page 47), 
■e Secretaiy of War Eustis for this disaster: 

tlut General Hull last his ownbnsgiiKB and that of this umy. 
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With Ijike Erie under the undisputed control of the British and the 
entire line of march to Detroit being filled with hostile Indians, all 
military men of experience considered the lew hnndred ra«n under 
Hull, detoched as they were two hnndred and fifty miles from re-en- 
fupplies, as 



by the declaration of war with England. 

Genera! William Henry Harrison, afterward President, writes to the 
Secretary of War, Augnst 0, 1813: 



of Fort D 



le loss oT MiKklnaw will probably be rollowed by theoBipture 
r oiilnlnn thni H will be the objei.'t or the BritiBb to 
19 ih9 pooslble toward Mntden (o cut olf the eapplLea 
iture General Hull's army.— Clortii's Hdloru of Cam- 



JHlfffn of 1912, page 3911, 

Tbe Government appreciated tliis, and suggested that Colonel Wells 
slioold re-entbrce Detroit with a large detn^liinent and convey mtions 
and enppliea to Hnll. 

General Harrison deemed this hardly practicable, thinking it wonld 
only odd to the force Bacrifi.ced. Harrison, in replying U) this suggcs- 
tion in his letter of August 10, 1813 (Dawson's Life of Harrison, page 



I7 Ibar tbe capture ot Macki 
northern triboB will 
not on tbe defensive, an 
nfi and re-enforeemeiita whleh may b 
highly probable that the large delaahm 
under Colonel Wells will have to a^ht 
thehe troops, but it Is possible that tbe 
DetrolC must fall. 



.w will give Bui'b ^lal (o tli 



Irittsh a 



■ now dntined for his relief 

rely jtreatly on the valor of 



7.) 



(See Clarke's Campaign of 181S, page 31 

The Govemruent apprednted these views and -was deeply impressed 
with the jeopardy in which Hull's force was placed, HJid directions were 
given to create adiversion at the cast end of Lake Erieto induce a with- 
drawal of a portion of the enemy which was in front of Hull, and thus 
release the pressure npon the beleognred forces at Detroit. GeuertLl 
Hull had frequently in his letters shown the necessity of such a divcF- 
rion. (Appendix to HnU's Trial, 38.) 

Doling July tlie ofteu-repeated ordeM of the Secretary of War t« Gen- 
eral Dearborn, who commnndcd the entire northern army, woa similar 
to the following paragraph in the ordei^ to General Dearborn dated 
August I, cited in Appendix No. 10 to Armstrong's SotJcts of the War 
of 1812; also Appendix to Hull's Trial, page 38: 
You will make a diversion in fovoi of lilm (Oaneral Hull) at NiBBara nnd 



M^jor-GeneralUearhom neglected to make the slightest movement 
to comply with these inHtmctions, bnt in direct violation of these orders 
made an artuistice with the enemy. 



from its beuclita, which enabled the British MEOor-Geoeml Brofk and 
[ Sir Geoi^ Prevoat [ who had full control of take Erie) to throw their en- 
iiniiy and thousands of Indians upon Hall and compel the sunen' 



derof liis little nniiisciplinediuidunprovisioned force of seven bundred 



In the Mfe of Sir Gieorge Prevoet this aimiBtice is thus spoken ot: 



ladlBn 



: obtusei 



No. 11 of Armstrong's Notices of the War of 1812, in the appendix, 
is the following extract of a lett«r from Sir George Freroet to Geneisl 
Brock: 

ble Id proBecuie thin otdeot of 



roit. 



^] wilhoH 



>ntba 



(See Clarke's History, page SK. ) 

General Armstrong, afterward Secretary of War (volume l,page 97 
in his Notices of the War of I&IS), snys: 



is fronts 



.dlwvetheofreeCarpi 



liem from 



onfaral 



the garrison nt Mnldeii, nr otherwiBe Hl1i:rin|c the relntlan as to strength whiab 
hod hitherto exlBted between Hull and Proctor. 

Id have little retiah, as UD the very duy oti which he wnathuainstnuitcdby the 
QovernmeDt (though siilQoiontly apprised that detoobrQentB bad been seat to 
Maiden and Uiat the situation of Hnll was becoming more crltiral every mo- 

abled himHelf ftom giving any aid to that officer either by vigorously assailing 
the British posts in his front [now rendered comparatively weak by the absence 
of Broclc and the troopx oarried with him) or by extending to him and his army 
the benefllB of iJie temporary suHpHnnf on of hostililiea inlc ff hieh lie liad entered, 

(See Clarke's Campaign of 1813, page 354. ) 

On Angnat 13, 1912, General Hull's situation wae as follows; Hislaet 
lctt«r from the War Department (Jnly 9} informed him that he mnet 



On the north, Michilimatkinnc had fallen, and 3,200 Indian v 
were marching upon Detroit ftom that C[uarter. The lake which lay to 
the south of Detroit and east was under the undisputed control of the 
British. Ou the south or aouthivest a dense forest for over two hun- 
dred miles, filled with hostile Indians, separated him ftom the nearest 
settlementFt. The detachments nnder Major Van llom, Colonel Miller, 
and Colonels Cosa aud McArthur, which had attempted to penetrate 
this forest and succor a much needed and hoped-fM convoy with provis- 
ions, Imd heen checked or driven back hy the tardea of Indiana who, 
aidnl null liirecled liy Hritifh ollUcm, had established slrnnK fortilk'ii- 



tions within fourteen miles of Detroit. To the west was an unexplored 

wilderness. 

Letters just received from Generals Hall and Porter, who commanded 

small posts to the east on Lake Erie, informed him that — 

A large number of boats filled with British troops had passed over to Fort Mai- 
den, and that the British forces with the Canadian militia and savages on the 
opposite side of Niagara River were moving by water to the same point; and 
at the same time General Hull was informed that nothing could be done to 
eheck their movements, and that no assistance or co-operation could be afforded 
to him. 

Grcneral Hull's troops, estimated by his brigade-major, Jessup, and 
Ck>lonelCa8s at from 750 to 1,060 officers and men, which included team- 
sters, laborers, and other non-combatants, were ignorant, undisciplined, 
and many of them imbued with a spirit of insubordination and mutiny, 
fostered and encouraged, and in some cases even initiated, by mili- 
tia officers of all grades, including colonels of regiments. They were 
without efficient arms, with but little ammunition, and were deficient 
in supplies of all kinds. (See Colonel Miller's evidence, Hull's Trial, 
pages 116 and 117; also. Appendix No. 2, Hull's Trial, page 14; also, 
Memoirs of Campaign of 1812, page 61.) 

In his front was Major-General Brock with a thoroughly equipped 
and disciplined army, with no limit to the vast hordes of Indians which 
were anxious to obey his orders, and the armistice which Sir G-eorge 
Prevost had eflfected with 

MAJOR-GENERAL DEARBORN 

placed at Greneral Brock's disposal as many thousand British troops as 
he could possibly desire. 

In addition to the above, General Brock had subject to his command 
the entire Canadian militia, which numbered more than 18,000 men. 
(See Memoirs of 1812, x)ages 19 and 20.) 

This was the condition of afiairs when Major-General Brock wrote as 
follows: 

Augtust, 15, 1812. 
General William Hull: 

The force at my disposal authorizes me to require of you the immediate sur- 
render of Fort Detroit. It is far from my intention to join in a war of extermina- 
tion; but you must be aware that the numerous bodies of Indians who have 
attached themselves to my troops will be beyond my control the moment the 
contest commences. 

You will find me disposed to enter into such conditions as will satisfy the most 
scrupulous sense of honor. Lieutenant-Colonel McDowell and Major Glegg are 
fully authorized to conclude any arrang^ement that may lead to prevent the un- 
necessary effusion of blood. 

ISAAC BROCK, MaJor-GenercU. 

(leneral Ilnll was 






na well as comniaiider of the troops at Detroit. His pri<le as & soldier 
indneed him to reply that he was preiiared to meet any force at his dis- 
posal and any conseqnence which might result Irom IL (HuU's Trial, 
Appendix 2, page 23.) 

Gencml Brock opened a twvere Sro from h'm batteries and advanced 
his troops to the attack. 

Hull left the inalosed fort in peixon, rode to his ndvimced battery 
uuder a heavy Sre and superintended the dispoeitions fur defense. 

The evidence of Mtyor Munson and Captains Dyson and Maxwell 
sajs: "General Hull's bearing was cool and collected." (See Hall's 
Trial, pages 198-131, 133.) 

Notwithstanding the hopelessness of the situation General Hull con- 
tinued to make 

but during the night one hundred of his men deserted with their arms 
to the British standard, confirmingtbe previous statements of the militia 
colonels that these men conld not be relied upon. The Michigan militia 
had been for years separated by vast forests from American settlements. 
Social and business relations and firequent marriage connectioDS witb the 
Canadians had caused a growth of identity of feeling and interest. (Me- 
moirs of 1812, pa^ SO.) 

Most of the remainder of Hull's forces were Ohio militia; the same 
troops who had refused to march at Urhana; the same troops which 
Colonel Miller leterred to in his evidence when he stated that Colonel 
Brush said on the morning of the capitulation, "his men would ran 
away to a man. " (Hall's Trial, page 125.) 

The same troops whose mutiny Colonel Miller's regiment suppressed 
whDe en route to Detroit. {Hull's Trial, page 125; and Memoirs of 
Campaign 1812, page 'io.) 

The same troops 



to cross the river into Canada. The same troops which Colonel Cass 
said would desert to a man if ordered to take xKist at the Miami. (Hull's 
Trial, page 33; Memoirs, page 65.) 

Thesame troops which Lieutenant Bacon testiiicd were without subor- 
dination or disiripline, and who were frequently disorderly, and who rode 
their officers npon a rail. 

Thesametn]n[(5._I.,ieii(eniint EiiL'ou saw ri.'rii.se In obey orders, tin; siinie 



11 

troopB referred to when heheardColODelMiUerinibnneil that there vn» 
another mntiny among the Ohio militia, and the same tmopa to whom 
he oUtuled when as a stafi' offleeT he gave to Colonel Miller an order to 
auppreea the mutiny. 

The game troops which were referred to when the commander eaid to 
Colonel Miller: " Your regiment is a powerfnl argament; withoatit 
I could not march these volunteers to Detroit." (See Hull's Trial, 
pages 124 and 135. ] 

The senior officer of these troops wa« 



who admitted that he encouiaged his troope t« refuse to obey orders 
which they did not approve, notwithstanding the tact that they had never 
heard a hostile gun, and not withstanding the further fact that their 
commander was a veteran of thirty battles and enjoyed the implicit con- 
fidence of General Washington, and for twenty years had been his tried 
and trusted friend. (See Cass's letter, MerooiTH, page 65.) 

Caas also openly admitted (see HuU's Trial, Appendix No. 2, page 26) 
that two days previous to the attack these ofBceis were engaged in a 
mntinooa conspiracy which he says Hull prevented by sending two col- 
onels off on detachments. 

In Memoirs of Campaign of 1S12, page GO, we find the following: 

In Bddltlan to Htl lh<s combination ot force which wae proceeding BBiklDBt ma 
Bymptomii HppearRd in the interior of mj caJnp not lees slBnuing ; the spirit of 
mutlnj-whlchbeCDrehad matiifeatEd Itself In wh lupets lncr»»d and bec&me more 
open. Tt was evident It wa§ now foatcred and encourafjed by (he principal offl- 
oeraof the militia and waafoAt rifling into an avowed conapiraoy. 

This was theconditionof the garrison of Detroit when its comnumder- 
found himself confronted by the forces of Sir George Prevost and Mnjor- 
Geueral Brock with 



then in Canada at their disposal. General Dearborn, the commander- 
in-chief of the American army, having stipulated and agreed that the 
American army would remain qniet diirin;! an indefinite period, daring 
which the entire resources of England then in Canada were left free to 
overpower and capture the troops under General Hnll, at daylight on 
< the 16th 



I ODtside the fort engaging the enemy. 

He had learned that Dearborn's armistice 



the British tnxip«, CaDsdian militia, and Indians on the northern 
frontier. 

He also learned thikt in addition to this cambioation uud increase of 
the enemy's force, contrary lo all expectation, the Wyandots, Chippewan, 
Ottawos, PottAwutomieg, Mnnsees, and Delawares, all tribes of Indians 
who had been counted upon ae friendly with AmeriianH, bod gone over 
and joined the British standard. (Hull's Trial, Appendix No. 2, page 
14.) 

A report dated after the loss of Detroit, published in a French Canft- 
dian paper, gives the following as the Britifih fbne in Canada: 



One Hundredth Regiuv 



le HundTsd and Third ReglnK 



One HundrHl and Fou 



Canadian Pendble 



lan I,rgion, culled I>e Walteville'e 



Total _ , 18,900 

Oue of the detaijiments General Hull had sent with orders for Colo- 
nels Cass and McArthnr to join him now came in, having been drivea 
back by tiie enemy, and reported their inability to continne upon their 
mission. [HnU's Trial, Appendix No. 2, page 15.) 

The Ibrt, or rather inclosure, which was a fort only in name, had be- 
come filled with women, children, and old and decrepit people of the 
town and country. The enemy's fire had already killed some of those 
helpless people, and they coald not retire buck of the town withtmt 
being killed by the Indians. 

The whole effective force tinder General Hnll were new troops un- 
accustomed lo camp life. A laborious inarch, a number of combats 
and skirmishes, in which a portion of these troops bad engaged, a large 
amount of sickni;ss, and a want of medicines and comforte had still 
fhrthar redncJid his strength of eflective troops. (Hull's Trial, Ap- 
pendix No. 2, page 15-16.) 
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While in this defenseless condition Major Anderson brought the in- 
telligence that two companies, the advanced post under Captains Knagg 
and Shover, had gone over to the enemy, while at the same time Col- 
onel Brush exclaimed to his general, "By God, every man of his regi- 
ment had or would desert to the British " (Hull's Trial, page 123; also- 
Appendix, pages 91-93), events adverse to General Hull and over which 
he had no control had transpired in rapid succession — 

First. The fall of Mackinaw and Chicago, and the destruction of the 
garrison of the latter place. 

Second. The absolute impossibility of procuring ammunition and pro- 
visions. 

Third. The failures of convoys with supplies to make their way to 
him from the settlements. 

Fourth. The general uprising of the Canadian militia and the fact 
that all the savages, including many tribes heretofore friendly, had 
joined the British standard. 

Fifth. The ignorance, disaffection, conspiracy, and mutiny which 
pervaded his troops, culminating in desertion to the enemy. 

Sixth. The action of General Dearborn in failing to comply with or- 
ders from the Secretary of War to make a diversion in Greneral HulPa 
favor. 

Seventh. The astounding conduct of Dearborn in agreeing to an 
armistice which turned all the British forces upon General Hull's small 
detachment. This was the situation when, on the 16th day of August, 
General Hull found his most advanced jKXst had deserted and joined 
the British troops. 

The information regarding the extent and character of General Dear- 
bom's armistice was confirmed by official papers in the possession of 
General Brock, which were sufficient to justify Hull in the belief that 
General Dearborn entered into the armistice with the view that the 

SACBIFICE OP THE FOBCE AT DETROIT 

which would inevitably result would be compensated for by ad vantages- 
which he expected to gain in other localities. 

The hundred or more of his men who had deserted during the night 
were now with Major-General Brock, and that officer was now thor- 
oughly informed regarding the deplorable condition of Hull's force, 
their limited supplies and ammunition, and the disaffection and mu- 
tinous spirit which prevailed. It was clear a further effort at battle- 
would accomplish nothing, and it was equally clear that 



'would follow should further progress of the conflict be permitted. 

No alteniativo wua left bat to copitnlate to General Brock while it 
wasstiU in the power of that officer to protect the non-cembatanta from 
the knife of the savages. It was impossible nnder the circamstancea 
to avert defeat, and it wan dear thut even a tem]M)ntr; success over 
General Brock would avail nothing, as the rapidly approaching force 
bothof British and Indians would in a few hours number twenty armed 
men to every fighting soldier under hi« command, 

Tlie terms exacted hy General Hull secured aii immediate parole and 
return U> their homes of most of the garrison, making, however, no 
stipulations favorable tflliimiwir. 



General Armstrongi in his notices of tl 



IT of 1812, Xo, 10, s 
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the NiBKBin nndiiilurbeil and 
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it (the Ouve 



:naoe<l, aod even to carry with him a part of 
}ture Hull, hla army, and territory, wu not 
tionon thepartortheQoveniinHnt. The in- 
Biit) was wlDlnu; to talce the reeponBlbitlty on 



Itself. 

The edition September fifth of The War, a newspaper said to have 
heen published, at least in a measure, under the anspices of the Gov- 
iemment, contains the account of the Iohs of Detroit, in which it usea 
these words: 



They were almost destitute of proviiilonB, and man 
said that eight hundred only were able to do duty. 



. It la 



TlieS£ 



le article also said: 
to attribute this | 



kl disaster \ 



pon the Secri 

Tlie Administration did not attempt to deny that all the blame at- 
tending the loss of these troops rested entirely upon them or upon Gen- 
eral Dearborn, whose situation was such as to really make bim a part 
■of the Administration. 

This is supported by the following letter taken Irom Records of the 
War Office, volnme 6, page 253: 



H- IB, 1812. 



Sis: Yourletterofthellthisre 
<ieBB which lioe attended (hecampj 

tented should not be regarded. 



m will be altrihii ted U. theSeo 
jf the Ootern meiit the L'lam oi 



nuke at 






■ILLIAMEU9T1S, 

Stattani of War. 



Major-General Deabborh. 
f Colonel Caae had led Detroit un the 14thuf Angust with most of the 
able bodied and best equipped soldieia of the commaQd. 

On the ISth, when Dettoitwas attached by General Brock, Hullsent 
ordecs for Colonel Cass to return, which order he mode no preparation 
to obey. 

At the capitulation on the 16th Colonel Cosa waa left to choose whether 
he would take tlie risk of cutting his way through to the settlement or 
returning under General Brock's pledge of British protection Irom the 



Though two days' march from Detroit, he returned, and Colonels Cass 
and McArthur and the men u:tder their command were paroled and 
returned to their homes. 

The most pronounced division in political opinion at this time was 
between the war party and those who believed it wan unnecessary and 
ought to have been averted. 

The Administration and war party were severely cenanred for their 
management, which resulted in the disaster at Detroit. 

The Presidential election was now about to take place, and the effort 
of any one tending 



from the door of the administration was most earnestly deaired. 

Colonel Caas arrived in "Washington in this crisis. He was politician 
enough to see a road to promotion and preferment, and with a British 
parole in his pocket he commenced a series of letters, which abounded 
in misrepresentatiou, and sought to shield the Secretary of War and 
General Dearborn and cast the blanie resulting from their errors upon 
General Hull, who was a prisoner at Montreal. 

The leading papers were supporters of the Administration and largely 
.elaborated the opinions and 



all of which had a very appreciable effect upon the public mind. 

The force surrendered by Hul! was falsely stnteii to have been 2,500, 
when in (act atler the desertions on the night of the 15th he had less 
than 600. 

Cass, a militia colonel, without even having been iu battle, was ap- 
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pointed t« the runk of bri}!ii(iier-({i-'iic.'nil in tlif legulur Army, und 
others who were at Detroit nnd who aide^l the statement of and sus- 
tained Ciim were also liberally promoted. 

Cues and his eoadJutorB inaisted thnt if Hull Iiiul held out, supplies- 
and re-enforcements would have been brought t<i RUecor him. 

SubseiqnGnl. experience showed that 



in not relying npon Bnch a contingeaiiy. After the loes of this meager 
force General Harrison was plaeed in command of the Northwest with 
over 10,000 men and ordered Vi penetrate to Detroit By October 22, 
1612, he hfid made no progre^ and writes to the Government as fol- 

To get mppliea foTwsnl Uiroiigh a Bwninpy wilderncaa at uenr two hundred 
milu la wngana or DO pack-boracs wUotl are loonrrrthem provisions is nbio- 
lulely ImposaiblB. [SeeArmalronB'* Nutes of Ihe Wor, ToUinie l.page 59; also 
Clarke's Northern CanipsiBTi, page »73.) 

And it was not nntU after Perry's \ict«ry, in September, 1813, had 
opened L4»ku Erie tb»t HurriHon was able to act agniiurt Detroit, which 
be then captnred without resistance. 

Again, General Cass stated in bis letter of September 10, 1813, which 
he reiterated as his opinion in his evidence upon General Hull's trial, 
that provisions could have been procured in tlio country around Detroit. 

This was not true, and it was afterward proven that little more than 
a month previotia to September 10, when General Cass had no purpose 
to subserve, he was writing letters asserting precisely a contrary opin- 
ion of the condition of the country. (Clarke's Campiiign of 1812, page 
389; Memoirs of 1812, page GO.) 



to censure Hull Ibr not holding Detroit under such circumstances, and 
how equally unjust to censure him for not cutting bis way through to 
the American settlenient. His etlective force, as before stated, was 
hardlysixhundred strong. His road required a detour for sixty mllea to 
the southwest along the bank of the lake, making it necessary for him 
to cross all rivers and atream.s at tbeir mouth, all of which, together 
vrith the lake, were under the undisputed control of the British, with 
their array ami Indian allies and ana^al force Lonsistingof live vessels 
of war and a number of gnnboats, some of the British vessels carrying 
twenty cannon, (see Memoira of 1812, page 27), while at the same time 



^ tamed the eutire fbriie of the Englinh and IndiaoK to attiick him hy 
I both land and water, and impede his march at every etep. Two 
I months later MnJor-General Hiurisnn, with ](l,(IO() men, Tonnd and re- 
I ported it impossihie to penetrate the forest from the settlement to De- 
I truit, and this, too, iifler the armistiee had terminated and only a 
[ small portion of the British and Indiana were opposing him, and when 
lortion of the British navy nag in position to menace his line of 
I innreh. (Sec Memoirs of IBIS, page 73.) 

Again, Colonel Cass by his condaet also showed Hull was riglit. 
When Hull was attacked Colonel Cass was two days' march en ronte 
I for the States, with three hundred picked men, uU (if the liealthy and 
I effectives of his own and McArthnr's regiments. He was well ammu- 
r nitioned and unincumbered with luggage, 

Miyor-Genenii Rroek and Sir Georgu Prevost were engaged against 
I Hull; yet Colonel Cass, with all these advantages, dared not attttiupt 
f to reach the settlement, and gladly 



(liiiuself nnd command to tbe British forceB, 

With what propriety could Hnl! have attempted the same march, 

with the women and the sick and feeble and attacked at every step by 

the armies of Sir George Prevost and Major-General Brock, aided by 

the vast hordesoflndianswhiehtheseofficerscontroHed. That General 

I Hull did right is now the verdict of every honest and intelligent man 

a America, and every informed and honest liistorianof the present day 

fjtwtiflps him in every particular. So clearly was General Hull justilied 

f by the Administration that any thought of censuring him was not in any 



On thecontrary, the Secretary of War, after four montlis' deli(>enition, 
I writes, under date of December IP, 1812: 

! wantDr8ucK»i9whicli has allcnded tills csiupniKn will beattributed tti the 
^fleonlarr of War.— Cfarfe'. Camiiaiffn d/ 1812, page tn. 

Ttwaaclearthattieneral Dearborn and the Administration had broaght 
I about the disaster, and it was diEBcalt to see bow any one could so per- 

rtfiicta iuslorelievethem from the responsibility. At first no attempt 

IS made, butthe Administration soon ibund, or rather had forced npon 
( them, a man ready and willing to do anything which would give him 
B preferment with those in power. That man was Colonel Cass, who, as 



beibie Btatod, soon epiwiureil in WnHhiuirtou, aiii], iritii a HritiKh parole 
in his pocket, commenced l)j 



to decry his old commander, then in a British piison, ut the same time 
lauding himself, General Deorbotn, and the Administration. Colonel 
Caaii vae a man of talent and plausibility, bnt he showed in this that 
in a matter of peraonal interest Hcniples had ti> be Hn1)(>rdiDated to am- 
bition. Hesought by hia letters to protJSct the Administration and Gen- 
eral Dearborn and to plate the entire blame upon General Hnll. He 
asserted that Hull wanted neither men nor snpplieH of any kind, that 
the Army was in all respects in good condition, and that the BritiHh 
might easily have been defeated. 

These lettersHDon had theeffect which Caasand his supporters sought 
to produce upou the public, who did not know that this same Colonc^l 
Cass had written to Governor Meiff* and to his own brother-in-law a 
few days before the surrender — 

That the Array was in ivmit gf everjtliliijj anil must jierMi u ii) est soon bs- 
Hisled. 

Also nsing expressions in his letters to tliem of which llie ibllowing 



IS also knew, but kept it a secret, that his Iriends, whom he relied 
to join in accusation against Hull, and who did join in those ac- 
e deserting aa rapidly that regiments were ItHWimiug de- 
pleted, and tliat a hundred of them did desert ti> the enemy on the 
night after the action of August 1G. 

Caas also knew, but did not make it public, that Colonel BruHh, one of 
Hull's a4.«users, on the morning of the capitulation, upon hearing tluit 
the most advanced pwt had deserted to the British, rushed up to Gen- 
eral Hull, exclaiming "By God! "or " he believHil, b J God, that hisraen 
wonld desert to a man.'' (See pages 91 and 9!t, Appendix to Hull's 
Trial. 

Cass also knew that LieuteuantrColonel Miller liad positively tethsed 
(o be commanded by either Colonels Cass or McArthur or Pindley, and 
that the entire force wasin astateof iosnliordination. Cassalsoknew, 
but withheld the fact, that on another occasion Colonel Brush publicly 
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ikmiouDced and toldGeueral Hull " he beliuved that lim uiqu would run 
away t« a man." (See Hull's Trial, page 125.) 

There was no one to rectify these GiJsHliocids by publishing Oeueral 
Harrison's letter of August H, IHVi, which atfttea that, even under con- 
I ditions much more favorable t.hwi those which aurrounded Hull on 
August 16, "Detroit must Ikil." Nor did any one show that, while 
Caea and tbe Administration and General Harrisou re^rded HuU'k 
ition flfl eritiokl. he was cruelly sacrificed by the &ilure of General 
Dearborn to obey orders and makeadiveraion in favotof General Hall, 
but who on the contrary mode oa armistite and threw the whole Britisli 
force in Canada upon him. 

Hull was a dignified gentleman, who, to refute all nccusatioiiB, asked 
for an immediate trial. 

A court was ordereii, consisting of the following oflicera: Brigadier- 
Generals Wade Hampton, Jamea Bloomtield, and H. Burbeck; Colonels 
E, Izard and A. McComb, artillery; J. Burn, cavalry; J. Simonda, J. 
Kingsbury, J. Parker, H. Brady, W. H. Winder, and P. P. Schnyler, 
infiintiy. Supemnraerariea; Lieutenant-Colonels W. Scott, artillery; 
J. Chrystieand R. Dennis, infantry; and A, J. Dallas, judge-ad vocute. 

General Hull liasteued before this tribunal iwnftdent of prompt v'iii- 
f dication. 

General Deacltoni felt certain that this court, consisting as it did of 
honorable and with a fliir average of experienced soldiers, would neces- 

I and at least incidentally place censure upon himself, and an onlei' waa 
ed dissolving the court and preventing the invustigation so much 
r desired by General Hull, 

Immediately a moat diHCiwii table plot waa planned which is with- 
Dut an equal in the annals of judicial proceeding. 
■ A portion of the press under the patronage of the Administration, 
1 Dearborn, as cummander-iu-chief, being as it were, a part of it, kept up 
I A series of artielea to induence the public mind favorable to the Admin- 
[ istration and General Dearborn aud unfavorable to General Hull, and 
I at the end of the year 
WQH directed to convene. 

Of the fourteen officers appointed upon tlila court, tliirteeu of whom 
were to try General Hull, and determine niatterH whldi ought by right 



to be sabmittfid only to officers of the highest honor and mililarj' ez- 

perieni« and teamiii((, twelve were men from civil lite, whose oceupo- 
tiona aud mlling had been 

mther than military. 

Eight of tbeui were iiot iu the military service at all during the 
campai^ of 1813, and the avera)^ length of time the; all had held 
eomiiiiBsiuns wait IcsH than a year. 

These men owed their positions as generals, colonels, and lieutenant- 
eolonelH, not liecanse ol' any service whatever, bnt hecanse they were 
viiJflnt jiolitical partisajiH and supporters of the Admiiiiatratioti (see 
(Clarke's Campaign, 1812, page 42:iJ. 

They did not enter the Army as a profeiision, and it would seem had 
lui idea of reinaining in the Anny, and in point of fact they retarned 
to civO and most of them to political life upon the close of the war. 
Not one of them ever received a brevet or any kind of promotion for 
service, and as lui as can he learned not one of the twelve was ever in 
battle. 

OiloneKiardiier'sexcellentwork, whichgives the record andasketcli 
of all Anny ofBcei^ And carefnlty nieutioDS all service in battles, recit«a 
the records of all these twelve officers, giving a sketch of their gervice 
in and ont of the Army, and these leconla do not show that any one of 
the eight waH ever in or near any battle or skirmish or action of any 
kind whatever, and investigations indicate that this is eqnally tmo 
■■yarding eleven of tliese officers. If all else had been fair and just 
the appointment of 

to try a veteran of twenty battles and a tmsted friend ol' Washington 
was sufficient to pnt the stamp of dishonor npon the entire proceeding. 

But to make matters worse, one of these members, Colonel Conner, 
was at the time npon the staff aad a member of the military family oi 
(reneral Dearborn, and owed to his inflnence a promotion to lieutenant- 
colonel jast before the conrt convened as well as all previous appoints 
mentA aud promotions. Two other nieiniiers of this court hod been 
recently promoted, and threeothers were or had been members of Gen- 
eral Dearborn's military family, and were generally regarded as thor- 
onglily under Ids inflnence. 

Certainly such a court conld be relied npon to protect General Dear- 
born and the Administration, no matter what evidence waa produced^ 



« paiSEltes, without chaiactei io losa, □nkDOcni to fame, 

to the end of their dajs; a pack of Bubservient tools to echo the winhea 
and mandate of General Dearborn, the commnnder of the American 
Army. 

That mandate was, so far as in them lay, to strike at the honor of a 
brave and trusted officer of General Washington. 

The law gives a majority of a military conrt tlip (Miwer to make a 
■verdict. 

These yomig nnknown tools of the AdministratioD could certainly out- 
TOte Colonels Fenwick and House, who were regular oflEcera and who 
might be supposed to be men of inttgrity. Certainly with that majority 
in his QiTor General Dearborn ought to have felt eertain of being pro- 
tected, and all these tneu knew that 

But with all thisDearbom was not satisfied. Hia vindication appeared 
to be his appermoet thought. Fenwick and Honse might influence 
these young members to regard their oaths and do justice to General 
Hull. 



of the American Army. A war was being waged and then at its height 
which jeopardized the existence of our country as a separate national- 
ity. Certainly his duty demanded that he should remain in Qie field 
where his soldiers were standing in line of battle. This was eminently 
tree, bat it wasalso true thBt General Dearborn's 

Hnll's acquittal was his condemnation. 

This must be averted at the expense of country, and, if need be, of' 

If he were on the court his vote at all hazards was sore to be for Dear- 
bom and against Hull, and his influence with the young men, most of 
whom owed their positions to him, and all of whom, it might be pre- 
sumed, looked to him for future preferment, would no doubt, the 
schemers hoped, attain the wicked end they desired. 

To the aBtouishment of every one, M^or-General Dearborn, the com- 
mander-in-chief of the American armies, was ordered to act as presi- 
dent of this court, and to the greater astonishment of those who did 
not know him, he 



null went hi Aibnn; to sit in trial and render a verdict io a uiee which 
was estwatially, poranioiintly, and virtually bis own. 

To do thia look him from the field Troni early in Dnrember, 1813, to 
sometime in April, 1914, which shows what waasacrifiwd in orderthat 
this mail might det«nnine bin own caose. 

Bo mnch for the L'onstitutioD of thin inqnif'itioii. 

It woulil lie interesting if we coiild get a co 
ceedinga of this remRrkable tribunal, hot that w 
that (ieneral Hull in bis defense oilen allndes 'b 
iwrding officer to writs down rnliiigs and even e 
l>enelit the a.i.'cused, and he therefore appeals 
eonrt to recall the omitted paragiapbs. 

There were some things, however, which they allowed t 
upon the record lo which we shall make some allusion. 

The fonrt met January 3, 1814. 

Four principal witnesses of the (ioTemraent were present, but the 
court declined to proceed, says the record, ' ' for want of witneaete. ' ' 

They ad,jonmecl from time to time ontil Japuary 19, and thtlB for 
sixteen days the commander of the American Army, in the height of 
WOT, kept bimaeli'and thirteen other 



«■ of the pK>- 
ded. Wb see 
a the failure of the re- 
sidence which would 
) the membeiB of the 

o be spread 



when they were so much needed to confront the enemies of our conntiy. 
The purpose to he subserved by this delay was soon developed. 

On the 19tb the array of Government witnesses were asaembled, with 
many indications that they Iiail l>een drilled to do the work needed by 



The whole concourse were brought into court and General Case, the 
most talented, led ofi' with his evidence, tci which the others 



as it was thought at the time woald prevent the possibility of embw- 
rassing contradictions. 

General Hull had made so many objections to the vmlons unlawflil 
proceedings of the court, which had in every case been overruled, that 
he finally determined not to go through the useless form of further pro- 



j, however, upon his 



One honoraiile officer of the c 
insisted that this 



shoiilil Diit Ih; Bllowed; Imt he was promptly rebnked byCieneial Dear- 
Imrn, who stated it vas not oeeesaaiy, in hia judgment, t 
thesfi wituisweH Btpacatelj. (Hull's Trial, Appendix, page 17.) 
fleutiral Hull had I'rom the first been 



tooddressthetolirt, although the GoTemment employed Hon. A. J. DeJ' 
laa nud Hon. Martin Von Bnren, then regarded as the ablest advocates 
in America, to tonduct the prosecutioD. 

If Hull was guilty of anything it was improperly surrendering the 
garrison at Detroit, nbich charge could have been expressed in a dozen 
lines, but these astnto lawyers drew up a aeries of intricate charges 
covering over one hundred pages of ordinary paper. 

In this mass of verbiage were concealed expressions admitting of van- 
ons meanings, the real use to which they were to be applied never be- 
ing developed until dnring the cloaiog argument of the Government. 



were permitted by this remarkable tribunal. Officers were permitted 
to testify to their recollection of written riociiraentfl when the witnesses 
themselves admitted these documents were under the ('ontrol of the 
prosecution and easily attainable, and this, too. even when the defense 
denied that the do<'umente alluded to were such as de«tiribed by the 
verbal testimony. (Hull's Trial.) 

The prosecuting witnesses are here worth a passing notice. Their 
military e.Tperience, with few exceptions, bad been confined to the two 
months' service noder General Hull just preceding their captnre by 
General Brock. During these two months their conduct had been in- 
snboidinate, mutinot;s, and almost treasonable. So ignorant were these 
men of military usage and propriety that they did not conceal the fact of 
their disobeying General Hnll's orders, issned by him in Jnne, for the 
army to march from Urbana to Detroit (see Memoirs, page 35), nor his 
orders to cross into Canada ; nor did they deny their refusing to march 
to the Miami, stating they would desert rather than obey; nor did they 
deny that two days before the captnre of the troops they were in open 
mutiny against their commander. On the contrary, they boasted of 
these acta, vindicating themselves with the statement that they had 
lost confidence in the military capacity ol' tlifir couimauder. 



l^oritj o( the cMurt feemaA to iwocur willi iheir witnesses in 
d appAKDtly LimuuFQilrd saeh dLigrat'eTnl and gDmili- 
U of tbem failing to oheej-ie that Ibe fii»t mulia; and 
IBof these uSixm waa at UrUiaa, tiheu Geneisl Holl firet 
aatoined comioatid. iriih a reputation iodoraed bj Washiogbm as one 
of the biaTcal and most ?killjiil officers of the ReTolnlitm. 

So little did theoQiteis wborondncted this pioEecalion knowof raili- 
tal7 dnlj and propriety, tliat they even embodiFd in the charges (see 
Trial, Appendix. page« T and 14): 

Now, mark that this opinion of these men was reached before they 
saw General Hull iii the presence of an enemy, and mark also that it 
was precisely the reverse of the opinion reached by Washin^on and 
Generals Wayne. Steuben, Saint C1air,(jate^ Heath, Commodore Charles 
Stewart, Majors Bannister and McCracken, and Governor Brooks and 
Captain Tufts. These illnstrioua men, as shown by history, witnessed 
and testified to General HuU'h intrepidity, coorage, skill at Dorchester 
Heights, flTiite Plains, Trenton, Morrisania, Princeton, Titonderoga, 
Bemia Heights, f^tillnatcr, 8arat(^, Monmouth, nnd Stony Point. 
Some witnessed what they termed Hull's heroic conduct at some bat^ 
ties and others witnessed and admired the courage he displayed npon 
other fields in which they participated. 

Also, continnc Hull's accusers of 1812 who had never seen him ia 
battle: 

The tjfflcers and M>ldlen uMurallr became diAsalisfled end disBlultl^d. 

These men, without military knowledge or experience, were selected 
by General Dearborn and the Government to give their opinions regard- 
ing General Hull's conduct and to testify againiit liim, 

fiome of them had been promoted from the rank of lieutenant-colo- 
nel of militia to the rauk uf (rcneral in the regular Army and othem 
of lesser rank had received promotion on a similar scale. 

Of the fourteen witnesses relied upon by the Government, all came 
with commissions as officers of the regular Army. 

Twelve of the fourteen had been recently appointed from civil life or 
the mUitia service, and all had very recent commissions, some dated 
three montlis before the sitting of the court, some dated eight months 



STy, and soma reoeivud promotion und 
ses at the trial. 
All of these promotloiiB must have beet) given 



1 neither Gardner's Dictionary of the Army nor any other work rt- 
B that the; ever did any crevlitahle service, and so fkr as most of 

iiem ore concerned tbej did no service at all hefore the promotion, and 
n hardly be HUpposetl that it was intended for these witnewea to do 
ce afterward, as the Bame records show they did nothing after they 
the court. 
Even witliout thia bribery of rank they had 



r to suit the prosecution, because if Hull slumlii be vindicated how 
Boonld they justify their disobedience of orders and their mutiny and 
■'flonspiracy, or, ua these mutineers expressed it, "to incur the reaponai- 
pbilitjof divestiog the general of his command.'' 

They were the men who were to go into court and give evidence as 

iO their opinions regarding the propriely of orders which twoyeois be- 

■.fiire they had refused to obey. They were also to give in evidence their 

ff^^inion as to the capacity of the commander tliey had ' ' conspired to 

r divest of his command," a conspiracy which they were only prevented 

from carrying out by Colonels Cass and McArthur being detached with 

their regiments. Could any doubt arise in Ihe mind of General Dear- 

_ bom what would be the evidence of such witnesses? 

It was true that a cross-examination developed a great deal to break 
le force of their opinions and to materially embarrass the witnesses, 
K-lmt thie had probably been anticipated, and Hull was nnlawfiilly 



sist him in the cross-examination of witnesses, and the bad effect 
■mising there&om was also in some degree prevented by vigorous np- 
f pLiusefrom the Administration organs, which were lavishly distributed 
ft Uid, together with pamphlets containing most scaudalons fhlsehooda, 
I hawked forsaleateveijdooroftheCnpitol while the trial was progress- 
ing. (Memoirs of 1812, page 13.) 
One point in evidence is also worthy of notice. 

Militia ofBceis who had never been in battle, and who only saw Gen- 
Bnl Hull while be was inddo tbe fort or incloaure, gave their opinion 



tbat be was influenced bj fear, betaQSe they saw him in a safb ptaoe " 
anil marks of tobaeco-jnice were »bout his monlh. 

Now, it iniiat be observed that seven militia ofBeers f/ho f^ve tbat 
cbara*rter ol' evidenw all t*«tify thai they saw General Hnll inside the 
I'ort iiad out of danger, while regular offiitis like Colonels Miller and 
Kin^bnry and Captain Maxwell, who hiid been in over twenty battles, 
testify that thej saw 

HESBBAl. HULL EKPOBED TO THB EBEMV'B FTHB 

ontheadvancedline while balls were passing and repassing, and that he, 
OenetalHuU, apiiearedflrm, (»ol,andco!lected. (Hnll'sTrial, pages]2e 
auil 129; Appendii, page 103, and Appendix No. 2, page 7.) 

It mnst be observed that General Hull was with his advanced line 
under fire during the 15th; was on the line during the night of the IStli 
and on the morning of the 16th. 

Lientenant Baton swore that hesaw General Hnll onee on the 16th on 
the parapet, and om^e on the 1 fith. He saw him also in different parts 
of thefort dnring the cannonade, and that General Hull appeared en- 
gaged as nsual. (Hnll's Trial, pa^ 124.) 

Colonel Hichard Piatt also swore that General Hnll'a character stood 
in cardinal points, intelligent, brave, active and enterprising. (Hnll's 
Trial, page 14.1.) 

Is it not remarkable that brave veterans should see General Hnll 
firm, collected, and 

and that men who had never seen a battle and who testify they were 
in a plate of safety when their observations were made, should when 
they saw General Hull in aplaceofsaJetj he of opinion he was deficient 
in courage? (Hnll's Trial, page 12S; Appendii, 103.) 

M^jor-General Heath, M^or Batmistej, Captain Francis Tufta, Gov- 
ernor Brooks, M^OT MeCratken, and Admiral Charles Stewart, all -war- 
worn veterans, testified to General Hull's distingnished gallantry. 

How disgtacelHil in the fate of all this credible evidence for the eoorfc 
to give weight to the evidence of militia offiterB who had never been 
in battle, and whose interest induced them to swear falsely against their 
eomniander to as far as possible juBtify their "disobedience of orders," 
"insubordination," "threatened desertion,'' "mutiny," and "conspir- 
suy " during the two months they were under the command of General 
Hull. (Hull's Trial, page 66, Appendix.) 
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SnchveTethemeD who, as expertB in militaij experience, science, and 
art, were called belbre the trtbimal t^ ^ve opinioDS regarding the mili- 
tary chanictec iind the propriBty of military meaaures adopted by Gen- 
emlHikll. 

The Administratioi! sent them tberc with high-sonnding titles of mil- 
itary rank — geDetals and »«Uinel8 who hnd never seen a battle or had 
any militaiy experience, (Hnll's Trial, Appendix, puge Gi.) 

A number ol' official documents which 



and placed blame u|iou Gciucral Dearborn and the AdminiEtration were 
known to be npon file in the War Department. 

They were applied for by GcuenU Hull 1« use as evident*, but aader 
the false plea that the d<H:umentB could not be found tlie officials in 
Washington allowed the court to adjourn without giving the accused 
theiibeneSt. That these papers were at this time available to the Gov- 
ernment and to Dearborn, the president of the court, is evident from 
the tact that twelve years atterward, when John C Calhoun became 
Secretaryof War, he found them regularly filed in the Department, and 
promptly fnniished them upon General Hnll's application. 

Bad nawaa alt this, a crowning inlkmy was found to be necessary and 
was therefore enacted. 

So exemplary had General Hull's conduct been that with all tie 
efforts of Dearborn and the Administration no evidence had been pro- 
duced which would justify an hononihle man in doing otherwise than 
declaring that tSeneiai Hull deserved commendation rather than the 
nre, and some of the members of the conrt 



which was sought to be enacted. 

"On a military conrt the members are all jurors as well as judges. To 
sustain the charges against Hull t^e vote of two-tiilrdsof the conrt was 
neeeHsary. Some of the members bad been absent from time to time 
during the three months occupied in tahing testimony. It is evident 
that General Dearborn became apprehensive the vote of these absent 
members would be necessary to sustain him and the Administration by 
General Hnll's conviction. It is a rule of both military and civil law, 
as old as law itself, that each juror must seethe witnesses fortJieprose- 
cntion give in their evidence, so that he can j udgeof its credibility. Thia 



rnle is nnvarying in all civilized countriea, and is regarded lu 
tUemoat important safegimrdrt of liberty. The honorable members of 
the court felt that their oaths compelled them to exclude these mem- 
berH and ocit permit them to vote upon the findings of the court. 

On March 7 theGovemment completed its evident* and had proven 
nothing to Hull's detriment. Therefore we see (Hull's Trial, page 155) 
that "General Hull stated he hnduo evidence to adduce but what was 
by viay of depositioHB. " 

Many days were then occupied in speeches by Hon. Martin Van Ba- 
ren and Hon. A. J, Dallas, the counsel employed to proaecnte Ibr the 
Govemmtnt. 

Colonel Forbes, the reporter, says (page 2, Hull's Trial): 

brBan. HartliiVanBuren. thespedHljiidge-Hilvocalcj the ability and punpl- 

citeti, I can venture to my, the aduilialion of one of the most nnmerouii and 
reapeMable audiences tbat ever attended a cotirt-martial in the United Htates. 

GeneroJ Hull was refused by the court the privilege of introdndng 
counsel to reply to these able jurist». bat above and beyond tbat Gen- 
eral Dearborn found 



More than tbiu' months had elapsed since the court was ordered and 
nearly three since it commenced its sittings. Members, as before stated, 
had been absent much of the lime, and it is convincing that now Gen- 
eral Dearborn found that the votes of these absent members were neces- 
sary to his purposes, and an order is produced which contained the fol- 
lowing directions: 

aence. and in case an absent member returiia and resumes his aeat the procped- 
tnga whieh have been hod in hia abiwnce must be reiLd to bini- 

Pnisuant to this nefarious and unlawful ruling absent members were. 
brought back and voted upon the finding of the court, and tbts, too, 
against the protest of honorable membeis of tbis tribunal, and thus 
ended the most atrocious outrage which was ever perpetrated onder the 
ibrni and guise of justice. 

I will read a paragraph from page 03 of Captain De Hart's excellent 
work on court-nukrtial: 

tf a member of a court-martial should for any cause be absent fMim hia seat 
during Uie course of the trial, be can not resume It. It would have been eon< 
ridered vacated, and thua he is eioluded from any further participation iu the 



.mine 
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re of the o 



■y that witnesMS be 
recorded Metlmonji' 



by a purl of lli« court tsn li« legal. The mere reading Ih 
in the presence of tbe deponent In not Hufflcleut, 
A ciue of Ihia deacrlplion Is quoled b; Caplsin SimmoDa, pAge ITfi, in whicb 

the pnwtice of mnrla-roartial and the prlnrlplea of juslti* thai it may be held to 
atflect the legality oflhe JudKcnent of Ihe court," and cancluded hiH remarks by 
Bta^eth&t "the irreglitarlCy before observed has rendered nusnU>ry the iten- 






tlal." 



In addition to tie many otlier illegalities and wronna committed in 

this prosecntion, six distintt provisions of the ConBtitiition of the United 

Statee were immpled nnder foot, I read these words of the ConBtitntion : 

In nil orimlnal prosecutions, the accused shall enjoy Ibe r%bt to a speedy anil 

have compulsory process.for.oblainingwilDesHeB in his favor, and lo have Ihe 
asBbUnse of counsel for his defense. 

All these guarantees were denied General Hull : 

PiiBt, He was refused a s[>eedf trial. 

Second. He wiis bronght before an interested instead of an ii 
JTiry. 

Third. He wan not informed of the nature and cause of tbe aceusa- 






Pourth. Hedid not have pro(»»sfor obtaining witnesaes in his favor, 
and was refused evidence of a documentary tharaeter. 

Fifth. He was positively reliiaert the rinht to introdtice counsel tt> 
assist him in his defense. 

Sixth. He was not confronted by the witnesses against him. The 
olgect of this provision is to have the witnesses confront the court, who 
are to thus determine their credibility, and hen<« the gross illegality 
of the order which it is charged was procured by General Bearbom, 
and which placed officers on the court to vote on the findings who had 
not been present, and who had therefore not been confronted by the 
witnesses who had testified against Ho]]. This was a flagrant violation 
of the spirit and meaning of the Constitution. The Constitution does 
notlimittheseproviBions to civil trials, and even if it did so, the prin- 
ciples are so just and necetetary to all tribunals which seek to dispense 
justice th:it to disregard them would vitiate and make void any It^al 
procedure. , , . ;■ 



30 

As ndditional proof that no sentence of tho rourt w.is iiitenileil to be 
carried oat and that thi; whole matterwufl prearranged, I will call at- 
tention to the tact that when the proceedings, amounting to thousandR 
ol' pages, reached. Washington and before time had elagiaed to give the 
record of a Gve months' court any proper examinutiim, the President 
terminated the half-year's operation of the comniander-in-thief of the 
armtee by issuing the following cwder: 
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> Df the ( 



ovedBi 



nitted. 



JAMES MADISON, 
General Hull returued tohiahomeat Newton, MaflBachusetts, and at 
that plate and Boston and other cities he was rm^ivejl with the most 
(iiatingniahed attention. Dinners were tendered to him by the most em- 
inent citizens, andunijualified indignation was expressed at the dishon- 
oraiile course pursued by those who were responirible for the atrocious 
proceedings of which he was the sufferer. 

Some historians, actuated by prejudice, some actuated bj- a desire to 
defend General Dearborn, and some through a want of correct informa- 
tion, have made very untruthful Htatementa which did General Hull 
great irunstice, bat many havesought to give acorreetDarratiou of these 
operations. 

Since I began these comments my attention has been called to Los- 
sing'a Pictorial Field Book of the War of 1812. Mr. Lossing aajB: 
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- ir I had time I would also read (rotn J. H, Patton, in hiu History of 
the United States, and Colonel T. W. Higgioson iti his Youtli'a History 
of America. 

From Harper'* Cycloptedia, which hafl just Ijeeu lianded me, I ruad 
the close of askeK-h of General Hull: 
111= i^me and fame now appear in bfstory nnturiii-hed. 

From the same work these words close the account of the trial : 
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After many delays General Hull auc^ieeded in procuring from the 
"War Department a number of public documents which were denied 
bitn during the trial ten year» pre\ious. These, together with other 
documents, were published in the American Statesman, a Boston paper, 
and they were copied in other papers and exercised a great induenoeon 
the public mind. 

Mr. Jured Sparks, in a notite of these docuinents in the North Amer- 
ican Review, said "that from the public documents collected and pub- 
lished the conclnaiou must unequivoially be drawn that General Hnll 
was required by the Ijovemmeut to do what was moroJly and physi- 
cally impossible that he should do, " Mauyother periodicals through- 
out the Union expressed the same opinion. 

Justhefore General Hull'sdeath the Marquis de Lufiiyette, a younger 
man than himself, came to this country and made him a special Tiait. 
His declining years were made happy by the reception of very many 
letters from various distinguished persona, particuliirly from old com- 
panions of the Revolution, expressing their pleaauFe that he had bo 
completely vindicated his couduct and character. Surrounded l),y his 
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finuilf lie pMHe^ ijiiietl; and swvotly I'roni tbie lile, dvcl&riog ou Ills i 
ilcat.b-lied it) the miwt wilenin manner his i-OTiviution Ibat he had done 
TJf!ht in anrrendering Urtroit, nnd expressing his happineBB that b« had 
saved the lives of the peocefnl dtizcus o!' Michigan, who for seveo 
yeaiB he hml jinitttiU^ m their governor, froui li*ing needlessly mc/ti- 
Bi-ed. 

Tn nil tbe chhw thut I huve appended it wil I he observed there it ft 
mnrkeil similarity. This is natnrol, becnnse the evil indinotions nnd 
piueioiu i>rnien tirp Uie same in all ages. Partieuliirly do we see a re- 
eemhloni'e bntneen the Hnll case and that of Fitz-,T<ibu Porter. Botb 
were men whose services and gallaut eondm^t had litvn Ihe admiratiuu 
ortheufttiOH. Hoth were arraigned pamnnn I loannllerthonght — I'OT-. 
tnr aftwn lapse of three, Hnll after the lapse of axteen months. Both 
applied for an investigation the moment they heiinl whispers of com- 
plaint, Both were reJnsed clficial ili)cnini.'nt« neveesarj to tbeir de- 
fense. The c-onvictJoQ in both oiMes waa nei'esHnry to atone I'm t\tn- 
dels of their (vmnianders. 

Both were assailed by vlndii'tivt< iind umbitlnvis subordinates^ pui> 
ticiUttriy is thiaiipnimini'ntfeMtureintlieaiseiif GpneralHiill. BoHi 
were trieii by a i»nrt some (if the memhere of which were dicei'tly 
interested in their tonviction, and the ret-ords of both funrts show that 
allumefnl illegalities were neceasary to carry out the purposes of tbdT 
aii;userB, and niiich ol' the evidence of the witnesses lor the pfosecn- 
tion 111 both eaaea was an er parte defense of themselves* and finally 
the printed records of both -casts is their emphatic and comjilete vindi- 

. Both ai'e simitar in this: The first printed reroid in the Porter vme 
was an imposition and a falsehood, lieisiuse it ouiitled all the points AT 
Porter's defense, and tbe record in HuH's i-jise shows for itself that it 
AVII8 manipiilal«<l and onut^irted t^i moke tbe liesi com; pos.sible Jot Ifae 
Govemment, Evidence Jkvorable t<i Hnll is shfiwn to be omitted, awt 
ill^al niliugs detrimentiil lo iiiip were not recorded. 



